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Dear Francois, 

^Utliou^ in the lottei" mailed you just tliis morning I told you I would 
. rosponil no further your undated letter > a specialty v/ith yoUf that is postmarkpd 
tHe 14th inspires this departure from my premise to Liyself not to I44ste any luore 
time \iith a self-important idiot v/hose ^ole qualifications for wilting about tl^ 
JPil asLiassination ai’o Ids ignorance, Ids stupidity, his ai'rogance and Ids over- 
weening silf esteem. 

cg^ern 

If you have any self-respect at all or ar^^r tlie ignorance you will 
spread you will abandon your childish project for which ybu lack any single 
(jjialification. 

V/hat you say will end all and open the subjf^t wide open is old, not new, 
is in what the Commission publislied and is in ray vor^ first book, which djtos to 
iy65. 

But to you it is "not only verjr important, it is the most crucial question," 

All thejikallas doctors testified to tliat! /uid tlie ^^ommissiou published 
thcjij* testimony witiiout tliat havjjig the; slightest impact on the ^eport which 
says the exact opposite. 

VHiat else you say in tlus litter makes it vdthout question tliat you arw 
not competent to evaluate evidence. 

And you clearly do not understand it. 

Wiiat you say "v/ould have settled the matter years ago" was not only in 
the ^oininiasion*s own evidence, it* was cn the very first book on the subject 

And it did not "sittle the matter." ^ 

Aixd you are ignorant of not only tlio published evidence bu^T^he books 
based on that alone and tliink yoi oxo qualified to tell others wliat happened? 

If you are capable of shaiae or liave any self respect you'll drop this 
foolish ego indulgence iiovf. 

Sincerely, 


Harold V/eisberg 



